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Sir: 

In response to the restriction requirement set forth in the Office Action mailed 
February 26, 2002, Applicants hereby provisionally elect Group II, Claims 1-47 for 
examination, with traverse. 

The Examiner required restriction between Claims 1 - 47 (Group I), drawn to 
quinolines, Claims 1-47 (Group II), drawn to quinazolines, and Claims 1 - 3 and 48 
- 52 (Group III), drawn to benzotriazines, a pharmaceutical composition, and methods 
of use thereof. The Examiner alleged that the inventions of Groups I - III lack any 
corresponding special technical feature because of the different heterocyclic rings 
defined for each Group. Furthermore, the Examiner evidently deems the 
pharmaceutical composition and methods of use, as claimed in claims 48 - 52, to be 
germane only to Group III. 

Applicants respectfully disagree. The Examiner should include claims 48 - 52 
with the elected invention of Group II. The only reason proffered by the Examiner for 
lack of unity is the differing heterocyclic cores between each Group. It does not 
necessarily follow, however, that there is lack of unity between a compound, its 
pharmaceutical composition, and methods of using it. The Examiner gives no reason 
why claims 48 - 52 are omitted from Groups I and II, even though he sees fit to find 
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no lack of unity between the benzotriazines, compositions, and methods of use of 
Group III. 

Claims 48 - 52 relate to a pharmaceutical composition and methods of use of 
compounds of Claim 1, which encompasses the elected quinazolines of Group II. 
Therefore, Applicants submit that the Examiner's Restriction is improper within the 
meaning of PCT Rule 13.2. 

For these reasons, Applicants courteously request the Examiner to include 
claims 48 - 52 with claims 1 - 47 of the elected invention. An early and favorable 
action on the merits also is requested. 
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